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OFFICE OF PROFESSIONAL RESPONSIBILITY 
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20530 


FROM: 


SUBJECT: 


James Ingram 

Deputy Assistant Director 
Intelligence Division 
Federal Bureau of Investigation 

Michael E. Shaheen, Jr., Counsel - - 

Office of Professional Responsibility 
O 

Martin Luther King Review 


Pursuant to our meeting on Wednesday, 
1976, and your telephone call of today. May 
I am forwarding this memorandum with attachm 
your information and records. 



As you know, the Attorney General ha 
this Office to complete the review of all re 
the Department , at Bureau headquarters , and 
field offices in any way relating to Dr. Mar 
King, Jr., his assassination, the Bureau’s i 
tion of his death, in light of the Bureau’s 
program of harrassment of Dr. King in order 
him and harm both him and the movement he le 
Press Release Attached) 


The Attorney General has directed tha 
review be completed ” forthwith” and that my 
report to him and Di^ctAft Kelley provide an 
four specific questions: ^ _ /, / 
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1) "Whether the FBI investigation of 
assassination was thoiWlith and honest; 

y**v.r Y'r { '-itf 

. , 2) Whether there is any evidence that 

involved in the assassination of Dr. King; 

3) Whether, in light of the first two 
X n any new evi<ienc e which has come to x 
° * DeRfrtment concerning the assassinatio 
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- 4) Whether the nature of the relationsh ip ^ 
between the Bureau and Dr. King calls for criminal "N : 
prosecutions, disciplinary proceedings, or other I j, 
appropriate action”. 

I know you share with me the urgent need to 
guarantee that these four questions be addressd?Nl$*^ 
a searching, systematic, full, complete, and determined 
review of all documents that bear directly or even re- 
motely on the Bureau’s intense interest in end inves- 
tigation of Dr. King in life as well as at death. 


You have met the present members of 1 
Force assigned to complete this review, and 
advised you that Fred G. Folsom is the Task 
Leader. You should understand that Mr. Fols 
requests for personnel interviews, access, 1 
or delivery of documents will be made at al] 
m my behalf and for the Attorney General, 
you have any difficulties I am always availc 
assist in their resolution. 
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As I have orally advised you, the Attorney 
General, Director Kelley, and I attach the highest 
priority to the successful completion of this review. 

If I can be of further assistance, please advise, 
X wish to thank you for your help. 







Edward Ff. Levi, 
Harold R. Tyler, Jr. 
Clarence M. Kelley 
Fred G. Folsom 




UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT 

^M-emoraChm 


Michael Shaheen 


ttorney General 


date: April 26, 1976!: 




1 am forwarding to you the memorandum prepared by Assistant 
Attorney General Pottinger and by Robert A. Murphy, Chief 
of the Criminal Section of the Civil Rights Division, on 
the partial review which has been made of the relationships 
to Martin Luther King, Jr. In addition, I include the 
commenting memoranda from the Deputy Attorney General, 
from Robert Bork, from Richard Thornburgh and the members 
of his staff, and from Antonin Scalia. 

I note that Mr. Pottinger concludes that "we have not found 
a basis to believe that the FBI in any way caused the death 
of Martin Luther King" and that "we have also found no 
evidence that the FBI's investigation of the assassination 
of Martin- Luther King was not thorough and honest." 


My request for the review involved four matters, 
whether the FBI investigation of the Dr. Martin 
King's assassination was thorough and honest; si 
whether there was any evidence that the FBI was 
in the assassination of Dr. King; third, in lig: 
first two questions, whether there is any new ei 
which has come to the attention of the Departmer 
* the assassination of Dr, King which should be d- 
by the appropriate authorities; fourth, whether 
of the relationship between the Bureau and Dr. ;* 
for criminal prosecution, disciplinary proceedi ■ 
other appropriate action. 

As to the fourth point, I again note that from : 
review which has been made, Mr. Pottinger concL: 
have found that the FBI undertook a systematic j: 
of harassment of Martin Luther King, by means be 
illegal, in order to discredit him and harm 
the movement he led." Assuming that the major r, 
violations relevant to this conduct would be 18 
' ■' ' r • 242, Mr. Pottinger 's memorandum concludes 

prosecution contemplated under those acts would 
| barred by the five-year statute of limitations \i 
{exception which would exist if there were proof 
{conspiracy. 


tq-Lf. . 3 ?? 

Bay U.S. Savings Bonds Regularly an the Payroll Savings 


First, 
Luther 
scond, 
involved 
tt of the 
r idence 
it concerning 
ialth with 
the nature 
:ing calls 
gs, or 


:he partial 

ides "we 

irogram 

•th legal 

both him and * 

statutory 

U.S.C. I 241 ' 

that any — | 

no ie if* ^ 

ith the |pssible 

of a. conmnuing 




4 ~ 



. » ■ ' ‘ ,/^N /"S, •’ 

As to the matt r of new evidence with res,. act to the 
assassination, my understanding is that the Department 
has never closed the Martin Luther King file and that 
numerous allegations of the possible involvement 
conspirators are promptly investigated. The thrust *tht 
review which I requested, however, was to determine whel 
a new look at what was done by the Bureau in investigati 
the assassination or in the relationship between the Bui 
and Dr. King might give a different emphasis or new clue 
in any way to the question of involvement in that * 

At this point in the review, as I read the memoranda, 
nothing has turned up relevant on this latter point. 


The review is not complete. Mr. Pottinger and 
who have commented upon his memorandum recomme 
review be completed. Mr. Pottinger also has m 
recommendations upon which there is some diffei|r 
opinion. In my view, it is essential that the 
completed as soon as possible and in as thorou^ 
as is required to answer the basic questions, 
what has already been done , and the tentative 
reached, special emphasis should be given to th 
question. In conducting this review you shoulq 
the Department to furnish to you the staff you 
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My conclusion as to the review conducted by th4 
Rights Division is that it has now shown that 
review is necessary, particularly in view of th 
as to the systematic program of harassment. If 
turns up matters for specific action, we shoulq 
best way to proceed on each such case. 
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FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE • V ' lir — ' J 

THURSDAY, APRIL 29, 1976 \ | i 

. f . - |5t r ‘.t V; 

• I ; In response to inquiries from the news media I • J 

-J eoardinq the Civil Rights Division's review of th ejlartj , J 
^•"^Luther King files. Attorney General Edward H.. LevJp f 

issued the following statement: f 

I have directed the Office of Professional Responsibility 

. • .* 

* headed by Michael Shaheen, to complete a review of all record^ 

• ' 'J|, . ■ ! 

in the Department of Justice concerning the Reverend Dr. £ 

Martin Luther King, Jr. The Civil Rights Divis:.on, under the ^ 
personal direction of Assistant Attorney General J. Stanley 
Pottinger, completed on April 9 a five-month preliminary 
review of files at FBI headquarters.. As a result of this > 
preliminary review, the Civil Rights Division has recommended ; 

• r.V. 

that the review be carried forward to completion with an ^ 
additional examination of records at FBI headquarters and 

field offices. It is believed that more than 200,000 documents 

• ■ t . 

may be involved. i 

On the basis of this preliminary review. Assistant , 
Attorney General Pottinger stated that his tentative conclusions 
were (1) there was no basis to believe that the FBI in any way 
caused the death of Dr. King, (2) no evidence was discovered 
that- the FBI investigation of the assassination of Dr. King 
not thorough and honest, and (3) instances wesamdwwd 
[indicating that the FBI undertook a systematic program <X 
\..jF harassment of Dr. King in order to discredit him and ha* both 


him and the movement he led. 
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In Oi .c xng on April 26 the comp^t^e re^ 


iew by Mr. 



Shaheen, I directed that the investigation be conpleted . f 
‘forthwith and that answers to four specific que si : ioiIsrt'Ss 
fiurriished to me and FBI Director Clarence M. Kelley on the* 

Jjasis of the review of all documents: ^ 

— Whether the FBI investigation of Dr. King's i; 

assassination was thorough and honest; * 

— Whether there is any evidence that the FBI was 
involved in the assassination of Dr. King; 

I ?v 

— Whether, in light of the first two matters, there 
is any new evidence which has come to the attention of the ; 
Department concerning the assassination of Dr. King; 

Whether the nature of the relationship between the 
Bureau and Dr. King calls for criminal prosecutions, disciplinary 
proceedings, or other appropriate action. . * 

Mr. Pottinger pointed out that the Civil Rights 
Division has been continuously investigating allegations * 

concerning the assassination of Dr. King as these allegations 
come to the attention of the Department. 
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